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No. 04-7830

SI MON BANKS, t/a Judge Banks’ G oup,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
CHARLES C. PAK, Detective; CYNTH A FRANK;
JAMES RI CHARDSON, Detective; JOHN GRI FFI TH;
JAMES W HENDERSQN,

Def endants - Appel | ees,

and

WLLIAM D. EU LLE, Mayor; VIRG NI A STATE BAR,
ELLIOIT J. CASEY, Assistant Conmonwealth
Attorney; S. RANDOLPH SENGEL, Conmonwealth
Att or ney,

Def endant s.

No. 04-7842

SI MON BANKS, t/a Judge Banks’ G oup,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
Ver sus
ELLIOIT J. CASEY, Assistant Conmonwealth

Attorney; S. RANDOLPH SENGEL, Conmonwealth
Att or ney,



Def endants - Appell ees,

and

CHARLES C. PAK, Detective; CYNTH A FRANK;
WLLIAM D. EU LLE, Mayor; VIRGA N A STATE BAR;
JAVES RI CHARDSON, Detective;, JOHN GRI FFI TH,
JAMES W HENDERSQON,

Def endant s.

No. 05-6357

SI MON BANKS, t/a Judge Banks’ G oup,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
CHARLES C. PAK, Detective; JOHN GRIFFITH,
JAMES W HENDERSON,

Def endants - Appel | ees,

and

CYNTHIA FRANK; WLLIAM D. EU LLE, WMayor,
VIRA NI A STATE BAR; JAMES RI CHARDSON,
Det ect i ve; ELLIOTT J. CASEY, Assi st ant
Commonweal th Attorney; S. RANDOLPH SENCEL,
Commonweal t h Att orney,

Def endant s.

Appeals from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, at Alexandria. T. S. Ellis Ill, Dstrict
Judge. (CA-04-625)




Submtted: July 14, 2005 Deci ded: July 26, 2005

Before WLKINSON, LUTTIG and MOTZ, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Sinon Banks, Appellant Pro Se. Jonat han Donald Westreich,
Al exandria, Virginia; A exander Francuzenko, O CONNELL, O CONNELL
& SARSFI ELD, Rockville, Maryland, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

In these consolidated appeals, Sinon Banks appeals
district court orders denying his notion for injunctive relief,
granting the notion to dismss tw Defendants on the basis of
prosecutorial imunity and dism ssing his conplaint for failing to
state a claim W have reviewed the record and the district court

orders and affirm for the reasons stated by the district court.

See Banks v. Pak, No. CA-04-625 (E.D. Vva., filed Sept. 2, 2004,
entered Sept. 7, 2004; filed Cct. 18, 2004; entered Cct. 19, 2004;
Feb. 2, 2005). W deny Banks’ notion to file a supplenental brief
in No. 05-6357. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and legal contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials

before the court and argunment woul d not aid the deci sional process.
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